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Prohibition against 
performing same-gender 
unions ruled enforceable 


The Judicial Council ruled that 
ministers who conduct "ceremonies 
that celebrate homosexual unions" are 
liable to be brought to church trial. 


In March of this year, the Rev. Jimmy 
Creech was tried by a church court on 
churches of disobedience to the order 
and discipline of the United Methodist 
Church because he performed a 
covenant ceremony for two women in 
September of last year. By one vote, 
the trial court acquitted him of the 
charges, based on a lack of agreement 
that the act constituted violation of a 
church law. 


Following the acquittal, the Judicial 
Council was called by bishops of the 
eight-state South Central Jurisdiction 
for a special session. The court was 
to determine whether or not the ban on 
such covenant services can be the 
basis for charges. 


The nine-member court heard oral 
presentations. There was some 
questions on whether this was a 
chargeable offense by where the 
added sentence was placed in the 
Discipline [the church’s book of rules]. 
The sentence - "Ceremonies that 
celebrate homosexual unions shall not 
be conducted by our ministers and 
shall not be conducted in our 
churches" - was placed in the 
Discipline’s Social Principles [Para. 
65C] rather than in the chapter that 
deals with the ordained ministry. 


On August 11, the Judicial Council 
ruled that the prohibition does have the 
effect of church law. The Minnesota 
and Troy Conferences asked about 
Reconciling Congregations have the 
right to offer blessing of committed 
couples of the same gender. The court 
“held that the Annual Conference had 
no authority to establish or alter the 
Official rites and rituals of the Church." 


Affirmation filed a brief with the Judicial 
Council. The brief was written for 
See Ruling, page 5 


Our response 


Spokespersons for Affirmation and CORNET 
have reacted to a ruling by the Judicial Council 
of the United Methodist Church that declared 
a prohibition against the performance of 
covenant services for same-gender couples 
to be enforceable as the law of the 
denomination. Jeanne Knepper of Portland, 
OR and Morris Floyd of Minneapolis, MN said, 
"The decision is a tragedy for the United 
Methodist Church. It means that United 
Methodist clergy will now put their vocation on 
the line when they respond to the 
unambiguous call of the Gospel to be in 
ministry with all God’s people." 


Knepper and Floyd said that the Judicial 
Council is not "the problem" in this unfortunate 
ruling. “They have simply clarified what they 
understand to be the law of the denomination. 
While we think there was a strong case for the 
Judicial Council to rule the other way, our 
concern is for a church that prohibits its clergy 
from implementing in their pastoral work a 
prayerfully-considered minority view about 
this issue. Contrary to the bishops who urged 
the Judicial Council to rule in this way, we 
believe this is not a matter of allowing clergy 
‘to pick and choose’ which laws of the church 
they will follow. 


“This prohibition is unlike the other limits within 
which United Methodist clergy must operate 
because it proscribes a specific pastoral 
action. This proscribed action does not harm 
others; it affirms God’s love, grace, and 
blessing on the relationships of loving 
committed couples who happen to be of the 
same gender. This statement moves the 
denomination toward a dogmatic, 
authoritarian and punitive orientation that is 
inconsistent with our Wesleyan heritage of 
unity in diversity of opinion. John Wesley 
called on us to do no harm, to do good, and 
to attend upon all of the "ordinances of God" 
(means of grace). Refusing to celebrate 
same gender covenant services harms the 
couples and their loved ones in a deep 
Spiritual way. Refusing the request wrongly 
withholds a means of grace that opens 
pathways for God’s Holy Spirit to transform 
not only them, but all of us into a Christian 
community more like the one Jesus 
envisioned in the Great Commandment. 


"Nor should GLBT Christians see the 
See Response, page 3 


Mission Statement 


Affirmation is an activist caucus of 
lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
transgendered people organized to 
speak for ourselves. 

Together we: 


prociaim a gospel of respect, love 
and justice; 


relentlessly pursue policies and 
processes that support full 
participation of lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, and transgendered 
people in all areas and levels of 
The United Methodist Church; 


overcome the barriers that diminish 
our common humanity by excluding 
or judging people because of their 
race, gender, class or physical 
abilities; 


empower people to undertake 
works of inclusion and justice 
where they are. 


Affirmation 
Newsletter 


is a quarterly publication. The 
Official views of Affirmation are 
Stated by the Co-Spokespersons. 
Opinions offered in signed 
columns, letters and articles are 
those of the writers and do not 
necessarily represent the opinions 
of Affirmation. 


Coeditors 
David L. Gunnell and Jerry Nosin 


From worn out debate to fresh ground: oppression, freedom, and 
sanctification 


The turf for biblical discussion of same-gender love is due for a big change. 


Over the past twenty years discussion about six biblical texts that mention same-gender 
sexuality has plowed some new ground. Yet scholars tend to fall into two groups. 


There are some that assert that creation accounts and biblical stories establish 
heterosexual marriage as a biblical norm and the only clearly affirmed place for sexual 
relationships. 


Others find that the Bible and the six texts as they are interpreted in their contexts do not 
speak of condemnation of same-gender love as once was thought. What was condemned 
was sexual slavery, putting temporary passions above loyalty to God, or practices that 
failed to adhere to holiness and purity codes. Many reputable biblical scholars now openly 
publish their views that the large biblical themes of God’s love and grace that reconcile 
people of every race and condition mean that Christians should welcome lesbians and 
gay men. 


The core difference in these perceptions is between people who frame their theology on 
the basis of revelation that is given (in the Bible, their interpretation) and those who insist 
that God is still creating, shaping and revealing new things. 


Those for whom revelation was completed in Jesus teach that this completed revelation 
still speaks to us. Others find that God is still at work and that neither creation nor God’s 
revelation of God's self are completed. The first group criticizes the second group for 
relying on personal feelings and thoughts and giving these human impressions the status 
of divine leading from God. 


It's time to leave this worn out debate behind by expanding in two additional areas of 
theological thinking and biblical study. 


First, gay and lesbian theological and biblical studies need to look at the great biblical 
theme of oppression and freedom. The gay liberation movement originated outside 
churches in opposition to bold social discrimination. All around the world, people who do 
not have a heterosexual orientation are oppressed. 


Oppression is judgmental. It denies individual gifts, identity, values and character. It 
hoards control and denies people opportunities on the basis of stigma or fear. It takes 
away freedom and privileges otherwise commonly shared in society. 


The Bible calls people of faith to overturn oppression, to work for freedom under God. 
The Bible speaks about the blindness and tyranny of those who oppress. It celebrates 
the great day of reconciliation when all persons find their equality as sisters and brothers 
in God’s family. 


Secondly, it’s time to discuss sanctification. What does it mean to be a holy people? Ina 
world where everyone sins, what does it mean to be a good person? How does one 
become a better person? 


Again familiar biblical themes teach us. People of faith care for those who are outcast, 
poor, oppressed. Relationships with neighbors say more about one’s faith than creeds 
do about one’s relationship to God. Life threaded with prayer, study, and service to God 
and neighbor opens hearts and minds, arms and voices. 


The term "sanctification" describes a life-long process of opening up our lives so that we 
See Fresh Ground, page 8 


Affirmation to Judicial Council: Discrimination is Unconstitutional 


Affirmation leaders spent much of the summer preparing briefs for submission to the Judicial 
Council regarding cases of interest to our constituency. 


Last March, the Rev. Jimmy Creech was acquitted in a church trial on charges of "disobeying 
the order and discipline of the UMC" when he presided at a covenant service for two women. 
The Judicial Council had to decide whether the Social Principles’ prohibition against the 
celebration of such services by United Methodist clergy or in United Methodist churches could 
be the basis for such charges. Affirmation co-spokesperson Jeanne Knepper prepared a 
tightly reasoned brief arguing that the Social Principles were not meant to convey church law. 
she reviewed the historical use of the Social Principles similar documents in the predecessor 
denominations of the United Methodist Church, finding they had made clear distinctions 
between explicit prohibitions and statements of disapproval that stopped short of legal force. 
On that basis she argued that the prohibition against celebrating these services added in 1996 
should not be regarded as law. 


Unfortunately, the Judicial Council disagreed with Jeanne and many others who argued against 
treating Para. 65C of the Discipline as church law. In August, they ruled that the provision is 
enforceable under the threat of charges. 


At its October 28-30 session in Hershey, PA, the Judicial Council will consider whether or not 
the prohibition of same sex covenant services represents discrimination against lesbian and 
gay men that is contrary to the constitution of the denomination. The Oregon Idaho Annual 
Conference voted at its session this summer to bring the question to the Council. 


According to its Constitution, the United Methodist Church is to be fully inclusive. Consider 
these provisions: 


e all persons, without regard to race, color, national origin, status, or 
economic condition, shall be eligible to attend its worship services, to 
participate in its programs. (Para. 4.IV) 


e no conference or other organizational unit of the Church shall be 
structured so as to exclude any member or any constituent body of 
the Church because of race, color, national origin, status, or economic 
condition. (Para. 4.IV) 


e The General Conference shall have full legislative power over all 
matters distinctively connectional, and in the exercise of this power 
shall have authority as follows: To secure the rights and privileges of 
membership in all agencies, programs, and institutions in The United 
Methodist Church regardless of race or status. (Para. 15) 


e We recognize that God made all creation and saw that it was good. 
See Unconstitutional, page 5 


Response 
from page 1 


Clarification about the legal status of this prohibition as a new action by the United Methodist 
Church," Knepper and Floyd said. "Unfortunate as the ruling may be, it simply restates what 
was already in place. This law is contrary to the Gospel of Jesus Christ and to the Constitution 
of the United Methodist Church. Ultimately, therefore it will be set aside, along with the 
underlying perspective that ‘the practice of homosexuality is incompatible with Christian 
teaching.’ In the meantime, we offer prayers for clergy who must confront this conflict of 
conscience and for a denomination that we fear will squander its energy and resources 
prosecuting offenders." 
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Affirmation 
National 
Council 

One man in Mississippi 
One woman in New York 


One woman in Texas 


Good News for Believers in Exile 
Why Christianity Must Change or Die, by John Shelby Spong (Harpers, 1998) 


Retired Episcopal Bishop John Shelby Spong has been in the thick of the social justice struggle 
for most of his career. He was widely criticized when he ordained a non-celibate gay man to 
be a priest in the Diocese of Newark. He has also been a prolific author in recent years, 
including books with titles like Living in Sin? and Rescuing the Bible from Fundamentalism. 
The first of these argued for an understanding of Christian sexual morality that would accept 
homosexuality and some forms of extra-marital sex, while the later one holds that 
fundamentalism is, in a word, unchristian. 


The present work is the most important of his 22 books. Bishop Spong synthesizes and to 
some degree systematizes his views on the Bible, Jesus, sin, and morality in a way that he 
hopes will support "Christians in exile," people who "...find it increasingly difficult to remain 
members of the church and still be thinking people." Many will resonate with this theme, but 
even liberal Christians may be disturbed by his assertions that theistic religion is no longer 
credible and that Jesus therefore cannot be thought of as God made flesh. Beyond these 
“heresies,” Spong calls for a new vision of the church not as a hierarchical institution founded 
by God or Jesus but as a "community of faith and service." 


Those of us who have long been confused by the image of God as a judgmental ogre from 
whom Jesus must rescue us will find Why Christianity Must Change or Die a welcome word 
of hope. He painstakingly documents and analyzes the development of the Gospels to show 
that they "represent that stage in the development of the faith story in which ecstatic 
exclamation begins to be placed into narrative form," and that they are therefore "not in any 
literal sense holy, they are not accurate, and they are not to be confused with reality." Instead, 
he argues, "They are rather beautiful portraits painted by first century Jewish artists, designed 
to point the reader toward that which is in fact holy, accurate, and real," a view of Christ as 
"spirit person." The focus of this part of the work is to move to understanding and speaking of 
God and Jesus in non-personal categories. Thus if God is the "Ground of all Being, the Source 
of Life, and the Source of Love," then Jesus reveals that Ground and Source by "aspects of 
his human presence that made his life so awesome and so compelling that people were driven 
to speak about him in terms of the theistic images..." of their world view. 


Bishop Spong reflects deeply on the meaning of prayer and of ethics if there is no external 
deity that intervenes and judges. In moving personal reflection, he reviews the signs of promise 
evident in the lives of pastors and others who spend their lives in the "sometimes lonely 
vocation" of "seeking honesty in worship, rethinking and reinterpreting our liturgical words and 
symbols daily, and trying to call the church we served and loved into a possible and realistic 
future." He offers the "speculative dream" of a future church whose worship is circular and 
oriented toward the human community rather than hierarchical and targeted at a distant God, 
“shed of its denominational agenda and its territorial wars." Such a church does not depend 
on royal images and pretensions, "pretend to speak for God" or to be the "sole channel of 
divine grace." This church will be dedicated in its search for universal truth, "treasuring its 
sacred scriptures as the record of its ancestors in faith... but not bound by either the cultural 
or the cultic limitations of those scriptures." He concludes by discussing the meaning of eternal 
life in the absence of heaven and hell. 


The obvious critique is that the faith Spong describes may well be unrecognizable to 90% or 
more of the people who today call themselves "Christian." Indeed he anticipates and responds 
to this critique. Taking the opposite tack, | suspect there may be many more who would, if 
they are honest, admit that the Bishop has found them where they live and are deeply pained 
by their lack of previous intellectual honesty and embarrassed that they have leaned so long 


1 on this crutch. This book is not easy reading, and not necessarily reassuring. But my 


78-year-old mother read much of it to me as we drove across the Arizona desert with my dad 
a few months ago, and we shared an exciting conversation! 
Morris Floyd 


Unconstitutional 

from page 3 
As a diverse people of God who bring special gifts and evidences of God’s grace to the unity of 
the Church and to society, we are called to be faithful to the example of Jesus’ ministry to all 
persons. Inclusiveness means openness, acceptance, and support that enables all persons to 
participate in the life of the Church, the community, and the word. Thus, inclusiveness denies 
every semblance of discrimination." (Para. 117) 


The questions before the Judicial Council will be whether homosexuality is a status within the meaning of the Constitution 
and whether the prohibition of covenant services represents discrimination. 


National Council members Alice Knotts and Andy Ulman prepared Affirmation’s brief to the Judicial Council. They note 
that the new law was passed by a General Conference delegation that excluded open lesbian and gay people and that 
it unfairly singles us out as a category of people who cannot receive a service of the church. Furthermore, they argue 
that the General Conference itself has created the "status" of homosexuality by creating so many provisions applicable 
to that particular group of people. 


In their brief, Alice and Andy point out it is not the task of the Judicial Council to decide what The United Methodist 
Church thinks about homosexuality. It does have the task of enforcing a constitution that is inclusive, which delineates 
no category of people to be excluded from the life of The United Methodist Church. 


They argue that the Judicial Council does not have to endorse covenant services or same Sex relationships to enforce 
the Constitution in this way. They point out that oversight of the worship life of the congregation is the responsibility of 
the clergy and administration of the church facility is similarly in the hands of local church leaders, in both cases subject 
to the provisions of the denomination’s Constitution. Despite the difficult political context in the denomination, the brief 
leaves the Judicial Council squarely on the hook: "The church is in great pain on this subject. No decision will be happily 

received in all quarters. Affirmation urges you to interpret law with grace." | 


Affirmation co-spokesperson Jeanne Knepper filed a separate brief on behalf of herself, as author of the Oregon Idaho 
resolution that requested the Judicial Council ruling. Her brief expands the argument about the meaning of status in 
the United Methodist Constitution. She notes that the Judicial Council had previously urged the General Conference 
to define the term, but the 1996 session specifically refused to enact a proposed definition. She cites the U.S. Supreme 
Court decision that overturned Colorado’s Amendment 2 as an example of secular legal reasoning that homosexuality 
constitutes a status. Furthermore, she argues that the General Conference cannot be allowed to circumvent the intent 
of the Constitution by refusing to define status. She writes, 


If [the Judicial Council] chooses not to rule whether homosexual sexual orientation constitutes a 
status under the protection of the Constitution, it allows the General Conference to perpetuate 
grave injustice even as it ignores explicit directives from the Judicial Council and thereby weakens 
the balance of power between the legislative and judicial functions of the United Methodist Church. 


Jeanne’s brief also acknowledges the larger context in which the decision will be made. She refers to efforts to retain 
racially segregated structures within the newly formed United Methodist Church in the late 1960’s and quotes decisions 
in which the Judicial Council ruled against those structures: 


These are sweeping directions that our church shall be racially inclusive in membership, in 
structure, and in operation. There are no exceptions. [Decision 4 IJC, following a quotation from 
Paragraph 15.14 of the Constitution] 

See Unconstitutional, page 10 


Ruling 
from page 1 


Affirmation by co-spokesperson Jeanne Knepper. The text of Affirmation’s brief can be found on the Affirmation web 
site at http://(www.umaffirm.org or by sending $2 with your name and address to Affirmation, PO Box 1021, Evanston, 
IL 60204, Attn: Brief. 


Views 


The official views of Affirmation are stated by the Co-Spokespersons. Opinions offered in signed columns, letters and 
articles are those of the writers and do not necessarily represent the opinions of Affirmation. We welcome those with 


opposing views to write. 


In our interest: "Gay marriage on trial" 


The ecclesiastical jury trial of the Rev. Jimmy Creech, a 
United Methodist minister in Omaha, Nebraska, was 
hardly a direct hit on the battle to recognize Gay unions. 
It was more of a missed bullet. 


Last fall, Rev. Creech allegedly disobeyed a church 
doctrine by performing a marriage ritual for two lesbian 
church members. After three hours of deliberation on 
March 13, the 13-members cleric jury could only muster 
eight "guilty" votes, when nine were required for a 
conviction. 


On the one hand, Gay Christians and activists are justified 
in celebrating the fact that the nation’s third largest 
Christian denomination did not discipline a popular pastor 
for ministering to his members. Their views will always be 
that sacraments of the church should not be denied any 
Christian, regardless of their background, including 
sexual orientation. 


But Rev. Creech’s opponents, including his bishop [who 
suspended him after the ceremony], take their church 
rulings seriously. Indeed, the United Methodist Church's 
"Social Principles" updated in 1996, say that ministers 
should not conduct same-sex unions of any kind. But 
even those same opponents acknowledge that "no one 
had been prosecuted for disobeying them [Social 
Principles] in their 90-year history." 


There were prayerful admonitions on both sides of this 
dispute. On the one hand, it was hoped that justice would 
rain down on the maverick, liberal minister for his 
corruption of the sacrament of marriage. On the other, 
Creech’s exoneration was thought to signal a new day 
dawning in a socially enlightened and Gay-accepting 
denomination. 


Both are wrong. The decision was, after all is said and 
done, a lengthy and convoluted /ega/ strugg/e that is not 
yet over. 


First, we should note the importance of this topic as being 
more than a single denomination’s actions against a 
single, wayward minister. Here, we are talking about 
opposition to Gay marriage rights from the very source of 
their opposition: the Church. Let’s face it. Were it not for 
the poorly disputed position by organized religion that 
homosexuality is a chosen, deviant, sinful behavior, the 
state of our civil defense on the issue would not be so 
weak today. For all our society’s respect for the principle 
of the separation of church and state, the church’s view 


on Gays has dictated political debate keeping civil rights 
for Gays at bay. 


So now that we understand the context of this debate, it 
is then helpful to see that the trial in Kearney, Nebraska 
was, in fact, a legal accommodation. First off, the 
question before the jury was not the appropriateness of 
a blessing to same-sex unions in one congregation 
within the 8.5 million members United Methodist Church. 
The question was whether or not Re. Creech violated 
the "Social Principles" of his church by performing said 
union. 


This is no small distinction. If you were to take a poll of 
the 8.5 million United Methodists, my guestis you would 
find a majority opposed to allowing the equivalent of a 
“Gay marriage" in their church. [This would track opinion 
polls.] But the real crux of the matter was whether or not 
the Social Principles are binding on all ministers. Since 
these are mere principles, and not laws, it was difficult 
to get even one more minister on the jury to vote "yes." 
Doing so would have potentially opened them up to the 
same scrutiny of violating "principles" that are more 
advisory than legal. 


SO, why is this in ourinterest? Well, it does demonstrate 
the litigious society we live in is not limited to just our civil 
lives. The church also finds itself hamstrung by rules of 
process that create results it doesn’t like. But then, 
that's the whole point. 


If the hierarchy of the United Methodist Church wants to, 
it could go back to the Bible, the source of law for many 
Christians. There, it would find the same untenable 
scenario in which some laws were enforced, and some 
laws were not. It used to be that "divorce" would 
disqualify one from the pulpit. But newer generations of 
religious leaders found a way to justify that one. 


In time, the scales of justice will catch up to all those who 
Stand in judgement. Particularly those who would deny 
church blessing on a commitment of love. 


The end result of this ecclesiastical jury trial by a church 
denomination is also a reflection of our secular state as 
well. The force of law may ultimately be on our side, but 
the majority of public opinion is not. 


Greg D. Kubiak 
GLAD Council member and former US Senate aide, author 
and activist 


Views 


Dear Bishop... 


Dear Bishop C. Joseph Sprague, 
[Northern Illinois] 


lam confused, angry, and ask for you 
to illuminate me. With the recent 
ruling of the Judicial Council that 
ministers who conduct "ceremonies 
that celebrate homosexual unions" 
are liable to be brought to church trail. 
It seems odd to me that | can have my 
home blessed, my family blessed, or 
even my pet. But my gay son cannot 
have his relationship blessed. | do 
not understand what my church is 
communicating. 


Our Social Principles states that my 
son is a man of "sacred worth." Who 
is entitles to "spiritual and emotional 
care of fellowship which enables 
reconciling relationships with God, 
with others, and with self..." and that 
"God’s grace is available to all." |am 
confused. | do not understand what 
the United Methodist church is 
saying. 


My local church has survived with a 
married pastor having an affair. 
Another pastor caught stealing from 
a parishioner’s home. As well as 
another pastor, who was married 
three times, embezzled $30,000 from 
my conference. Yet, these pastors 
were never discipline by the church 
for their actions [The embezzler was 
asked for an early retirement]. Why 
is my son’s life view in such a way and 
not my past pastors? Please explain 
what my church is saying about my 
son. Who is to say that my other two 
heterosexual sons can have all of 
what God’s church offers, while my 
gay son cannot? It seems that my 
church - the United Methodist Church 
- is "coercion against gays and 
lesbians." Please explain to a mother 
who taught her children to love one 
another and to believe in God of 
passion. 


Carolyn R. Gunnell 


The danger of the "welcoming" approach 


This summer the California-Pacific Annual Conference, led by Bishop Roy 
Sano, adopted a dangerous approach to the discussion of homosexuality in 
the church. In short, the conference said they would abandon the debate 
about whether to sign on as a "transforming" conference (Supporting the view 
that GLB persons should seek to change their orientation) or a "reconciling" 
conference, encouraging the full participation of all people in the church, 
without regard to sexual orientation. Instead they would take the position that 
all people should be "welcome" in the church and try to continue a dialogue 
apart from the reconciling verse transforming debate. 


| hasten to note that I did not attend the session of the annual conference and 
so of course did not hear the full discussion of the issue that ! am sure occurred 
there. And it has been widely reported that all but a handful of conference 
members said they could at least “live with" the approach. | take this to mean 
that many GLB persons, family and friends found the idea appealing. 
Furthermore, it would be hard to overstate my respect for Bishop Sano and 
many of the progressive lay and clergy friends in the annual conference where 
| hold my own membership. 


Nevertheless, | hope other church bodies will not emulate the "welcoming" 
stance. It deeply discounts the theological gap between those with the 
“transforming” view and those who are GLBT-affirming. It seeks to maintain 
the appearance of unity while placing integrity at considerable risk. Most 
disturbing, it risks misleading unsuspecting GLBT people to expect that they 
will generally find United Methodist congregations to be friendly and safe 
spaces. 


There is a profound divergence between the two views at issue here. It reflects 
fundamental theological differences in the way believers understand the Bible, 
God's creation, humankind, and the relationship between people and God. 
These are not simply matters of opinion. It is akin to the difference between 
those who hold that racial discrimination, including the practice of slavery, is 
biblically justified and those who reject that view. | am not yet prepared to 
argue that pro- and anti-GLBT views cannot coexist in the United Methodist 
Church. However, it serves nobody to ignore the depth of the difference. And 
| admit to a bit of personal pique too. After more than 25 years of working this 
issue, it is insulting to be told by your (mostly straight or closeted) friends that 
this is the best we can do. 


As far as | can see, the only benefit to be gained by ignoring or glossing over 
these differences is a “unity” so superficial that nobody really believes it. That 
kind of unity may have the temporary effect of keeping an institution together 
and the money coming in. But | simply do not know what it means to be told 
lam "welcome" in the church by someone who considers my way Of life to be 
“incompatible with Christian teaching." Nor would | know what it would mean 
to "welcome" into my church someone who thinks that | am unfit to be a pastor 
because of the gift of my. | cannot find the integrity in it. | do not think that 
Trent Lott and | worship the same God. 


Finally, | hope United Methodists will not advance the falsehood that our 
congregations will anytime soon be generally safe places for GLBT people to 
worship or otherwise find a church home. In most churches, indeed even in 


See Danger, page 8 
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Model letter 


The following letter was sent by the Administrative Council 
of Dumbartin UMC, a reconciling congregation in 
Washington, DC to the Washington Blade (the gay, lesbian, 
bisexual & transgendered newspaper) and to the 
conference publication of the Baltimore Washington Annual 
Conference. This is a model for a potential action that local 
churches anywhere could take. Affirmation members can 
consider encouraging their church to make this powerful 
witness. 


Dear Lesbian, Gay, Bi, and Trans friends and your families: 


You have heard and continue to hear loud, conservative 
voices in the religious community saying things that are 
hurtful, condemning and excluding of you and the persons 
you love. We want to make sure you know that there are 
many church congregations that do not agree with those 
voices. 


We echo both the activists who have recognized that 
"Silence equals Death" and the prophet who cries "For 
Zion’s sake | will not keep silent. . ." (Is. 62:1a). We area 
Christian congregation that welcomes lesbian, gay, bi, and 
trans persons and their families in the full life of our 
community. We feel compelled to speak out with a voice of 
love and welcome to counter the national media attention on 
“ex-gay ministries" and the events of the last few months in 
our United Methodist denomination. 


Know that you are welcomed in United Methodist churches 
that have chosen to call themselves Reconciling 
Congregations. Reconciling Congregations are part of a 
strong and growing network of Welcoming churches in 
denominations including: American Baptists, Disciples, 
Brethren-Mennonites, Lutherans, Presbyterians, United 
Church of Christ, United Methodists and Unitarian 
Universalists. 


Know that we are ashamed of and ask forgiveness for the 
actions of our denomination, our bishops and our Judicial 
Council when they exclude you from the full ministry of our 
church. It is our desire to continue to educate, advocate and 
legislate in our denomination for the full inclusion of lesbian, 
gay, bi, and trans persons and their families in the life and 
ministry of the church. We hear the voice of God 
announcing "Behold, | will do a new thing!" (Isaiah 42:9) in 
The United Methodist Church -- and we invite you to join us 
in working toward the full acceptance and welcome of all 
people in the church. 


The Rev. Mary E. Kraus 

Pastor 

Mr. Michael Beard 

Co-Chair of Administrative Council 
The Rev. Kathryn Johnson 
Co-Chair of Administrative Council 


Danger 
from page 7 


many reconciling congregations, the non-GLBT 
members find it problematic when a gay or lesbian 
couple casually express affection for each other by a 
touch, a quick kiss, or by holding hands. Even in these 
friendly congregations there will be covert debate 
among some members about whether "they" should be 
allowed to work with youth or teach church school 
classes. If this is true, how safe can a congregation be 
when its members are mostly literal in their approach to 
the Bible? About as safe as a congregation of Ku Klux 
Klan members telling black church members they are 
“welcome” in their church. 


The facts are that our opponents believe gay people 
who do not stay silent and celibate are sinners and 
those who support them disloyal heretics, or worse. | 
cannot see what will be gained by a strategy that 
ignores reality. 


Morris Floyd 


Editor Note: Morris offers this signed article as a statement of personal 
opinion. Affirmation has not adopted a position on this topic. Morris 


invites conversation by letter to the Affirmation PO Box or e-mail 
oe The Affirmation newsletter invites those with 


opposing views to write for its next issue. 


Fresh Ground 
from page 2 


love others with God-like, grace-filled love. Always 
some religious people have believed that the path to 
holiness has been to separate oneself from the "sin" 
and ‘evil’ of the world. Solitude is a valuable teacher, 


but isolation is not the pinnacle of life with God as Jesus 
knew it. 


Jesus put himself in the midst of those the world most 
despised. The despised became the beloved. That is 
the miracle of sanctification; the miracle of God’s love. 
Sanctification is a process of reconciliation. "God was 
in Christ reconciling the world...." 


Let’s change the direction of the theological 
conversation about homosexuality. Let’s learn and live 
what the Bible teaches us about freedom, oppression, 
and sanctification. 


Alice Knoits 


Jimmy Creech Appreciation Day 


The Gay, Lesbian, Bisexual and Transgendered 
[GLBT] community in the Raleigh-Durham-Chapel 
Hill, NC, area is recognizing the ministry of the Rev. 
Jimmy Creech and celebrating his family’s return to 
their community. The situation in Omaha was 
closely followed by Jimmy’s many friends in the 
Triangle newspaper, and they are planning to show 
their appreciation in both festive and concrete ways 
on the afternoon of Sunday, October 11. 


Affirmation’s co-spokesperson Morris Floyd will 
attend to represent GLBT United Methodists and 
their friends nationally. 


Contributions to aid Jimmy and his wife Chris 
Weedy in their transition can be made to the Jimmy 
Creech Fund and sent directly to P.O. Box 98234, 
Raleigh, NC 27624. Tax deductible contributions 
can be made by sending a check to Affirmation 
(clearly marked "Jimmy Creech appreciation"), PO 
Box 1021, Evanston, IL 60204 - timed to arrive not 
later than October 3. Those who would like to 
attend the event should contact Dr. Elliot Engel at 
or e-mail Paul Schrank 
for additional 


information and directions. 


Logo 


Was Bonnie a lesbian 
or is God telling us something? 


Pat Robinson, former presidential candidate and host 
of the Christian conservative TV show, 700 Club, 
predicted that Orlando, Florida would be knocked with 
storms because Disney World hosted Gay Day. Gay 
Day is an annual, privately supported event that 
thousands attended. The theme park was covered 
with many Gay Pride rainbow flags. This year the city 
of Orlando also flew the Gay Pride flags. On June 8, 
Robertson said, "| would warn Orlando that you’re 
right in the way of some serious hurricanes, and! don’t 
think I'd be waving those flags in God’s face if | were 
you." 


Hurricane Bonnie, the first major storm of the year, 
never posed a threat to the state of Florida. According 
to weather forecasters, the storm made a "beeline" to 
the state of North Carolina - home of Senator Jesse 
Helms, the country’s most strident opponent of gay 
and AIDS civil rights, and the arts. Weather 
forecasters found Bonnie unusual after its arrival in 
North Carolina, where the storm slowed to a near 
crawl for about 24 hours pounding the coast with 
heavy rains, high winds, and massive surfs. Bonnie 
regained energy from the Atlantic Ocean as it turned 
towards Virginia Beach, Virginia, and delivered what 
forecasters called a "sucker punch" to the area. 
Virginia Beach is the home of Robertson’s Christian 
Broadcasting Network that produces 700 Club. 


The Judicial Council ruled earlier this year that The United Methodist 
Church’s logo [cross and two-tier flame] is exclusively for the United 
Methodist Church use only. In other words, organizations that are form by 
Methodist members, such as Affirmation, cannot use theirlogo. This is why 
the Affirmation’s logo on the front logo of this newsletter is missing the flame. 
Affirmation is looking for a new logo and is open to all drawings and 
suggestions. Even if you are not a good artist, mail your idea in. If you can 


draw this line: 


then you can do it! 


Caucus Leaders to Meet 


Leaders from several United Methodist 
related groups that support GLBT 
people in the denomination will meet in 
early October to share ideas and 
coordinate plans for the work to be done 
between now and the April 2000 
session of the United Methodist General 
Conference. In addition to Affirmation 
co-spokesperson Jeanne Knepper and 
a leader from Comet who cannot be 
publicly named, other participants will 
include: Kathryn Johnson, newly 
appointed executive director of the 
Methodist Federation for Social Action, 
Mark Bowman of the Reconciling 
Congregation Program, Greg Dell of "In 
All Things Charity," and Dick Royal of 
“Proclaim the Vision II" will be at this 
meeting. 


Information 


| am interested in knowing more about: 


Unconsitutional 
from page 5 


The arguments of those who would now have the Interim Judicial Council 
ignore the express and unequivocal commands of the Constitution in 
Paragraphs 4 and 15.14, reflect a grave misconception of the nature and 
function of a constitution. We are urged to consider "the extraordinary times 
in which we are not conducting business as usual." We are told that the 
Constitution should be made to "bend" in recognition of the will of a majority 
of delegates and "the pulse" of the Uniting Conference. Also, it is asserted 
that the racial structuring in question is "provisional" and therefore only 
necessary “at this instant." Were we to approach in such manner our duties 
in interpreting and enforcing the Constitution we would be grossly derelict. 
It would not be long before the Constitution of the new church would be a 
dead letter, subverted and openly evaded by means of such arguments of 
short-term expediency. As we see it, the members of the two 
denominations in voting union and adopting the Constitution intended that 
it should constitute a statement of basic principles to serve the church in its 
historic mission, not a document for the passing hour with its meaning and 
application shifting with the passing winds. (Decision 51JC) 


The demand on the Judicial Council to enforce "the will of the church" 
despite the principles on which it is founded is even more strident in 1998 
than thirty years ago. We trust sisters and brothers on the Judicial Council 
in 1998 will have the clarity their predecessors had. 


Editor Note: The full text of the briefs described in this article is available on the Affirmation 
web site: http://www.umaffirm.org 


CJ Becoming a member of national Affirmation and receive the quarterly 


newsletter. 


L] Affirmation groups or events in my region or city. 


CJ Starting a local group. 


LJ | wantto provide financial support for the work of Affirmation Enclosed 


is a donation of $ 


Name 


Address 


City 


PhoneAnnual Conference 


E-Mail Address [please be case-specific] 


10 


All Affirmation correspondence are 
mailed discretely. 


All contributions to national 
Affirmation are tax deductible. 


Mail to: 
Affirmation: United 
Methodist for Lesbian, 


State Zip Gay, Bisexual, and 
Transgendered Concerns 
PO Box 1021 


Evanston, IL 60204 


or e-mail the information to: 
umaffirm @concentric.net 


